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"what must the Divinity be, when the Priest is a
monkey?" that Divinity, being the spirit of liberty, jus-
tice, and sound sense which breathed and burned in his
writings, is still, and ever will be, worshipped. The state-
ment to which you allude in a New York Paper has met
my eye. It is a silly device, unworthy of the occasion, and
emanating alone from personal malevolence. Many of its
facts are just as true as that McCord has returned to the
U. S., which it states, and its fishing interrogatories and
foul insinuations are all of a piece with its veracity. They
treat the subject differently in Carolina—with gravity,
frankness, and Gentlemanly regard for the feelings of
their opponents, and if they do resort to extreme measures
now, it is not before they have passed thro' all the inter-
mediate steps slowly, painfully, and with great forbear-
ance, as I hope, my dear Sir, you will yet allow. You say
you will go with us if we will confine ourselves to Con-
stitutional remedies. What else do we propose1? Your
great error lies in not considering the States as sovereign,
and independent, and coordinate parties to a compact, to
which the Federal Gov'm* was no party because it existed
but as a consequence. Consolidation is your fallacy. A
State cannot be guilty of treason. To nullify an act of
Congress is not a war measure, it is the exercise of a right
reserved to the States from necessity; they have not nor
could not part with it in the Constitution. All power in
the U. S. is derivative,—none inherent. With the States
it is just the reverse. These created, the other is the crea-
ture. They have no common umpire. The Supreme Court
is but an emanation from the thing created. It cannot
judge over its superiors. It may protect the Federal head,
but it cannot protect the individual states from encroach-
ment upon their reserved rights. It was proposed in Con-

